Amendment dated May 04. 2009 

Responsive to Office Action of February 4, 2009 

REMARKS/AEGUMENTS 
his Atnendmen i « ponsive to the Office \ct d 5 < y A 2U1 1 ) \p 
has amended claims L 3, 4, 6, 32, 34, 35, 37, 62, 64, 65, and 67. Applicant has cancelled claims 
5, 7, 8, 36, 38. 39, 66. * 1 App 1 > <: viously cancel le r 6-31 and 47-61 
Claims 1-4, 6, 9-15, 32-35, 37, 40-46, 62-65, 67, 70-80 are pending upon entry of this 
Amendment, 

AH&waMe Subject Matter 

The Office Action ndi itec tha claims 8, 39 and 69 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Applicant appreciates the indication of allowability. 

> v ^ \ <onds upon claim 7 %v ■ > > i m. 5 which 

depends upon independent claim 1. Applicant has amended claim 1 to include the limitations 
recited in claims 5, 7, and 8. Applicant has cancelled claims 5, 7 5 and 8. Accordingly, claim 1 is 
in condition of immediate allowance. 

Previously presented claim 39 depends upon claim 38 which depends upon claim 36 
which depends upon independent claim 32. Applicant has amended claim 32 to include, the 
limitations recited in claims 36. 38, and 39. Applicant has cancelled claims 36, 38, and 39. 
Accordingly, claim 32 is in condition of iramed) i ( allowance 

Previously presented claim 69 depends upon claim 68 which depends upon claim 66 
which dene- Is t >< fepen ent claii i2 \pplicai s t k ed clai n 62 to include the 
limitations recited in claims 66, 68, and 69. Applicant has cancelled claims 66, 68, and 69. 
Accojdingly, claim 62 is in condition of immediate allowance. 

Claim Rejec&eas - 35 USC§ HZ 
Claims 4, 35 and 65 stand rejected under 35 USC § 312, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. Applicant has amended claims 4, 35, and 65 in 
accordance with the Office Action's recommendations to overcome me 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
1 o <. > v - v. u of the 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 

paragraph rejection for claims 4, 35, and 65. 
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Application 'No. 10/617,455 

Atnendmem dated May 04, 2009 

Responsive to Office Action of February 4, 2009 

Ckim M^ectwm ~3SlfSC§im 
Claims 1,2,3,5, 6, 7,9, 10, II, 12, 15, 32, 33, 34. 36, 37, 38, 40, 4L 42, 43, 46, 62, 63, 
64, 66, 67, 68, 70. 7!, 72, 73 and 76-79 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Watkins (US 5,598,517), and in view of the Watkins incorporated by 
reference article "A Parallel Algorithm for Polygon Raterfzation" published in Computer 
Garphics, Volume 22, Number 4, August 1988 by Juan Pineda and designated ACM-0-89791- 
275-6/88/008/0017, referred to as Pineda herein. Claims 13, 14, 44, 45. 74, ?5 and 80 stand 
rejected under 35 USC § 103 as being unpatentable over Watkins in view of the Pineda and 
- < ^ s. 4 , AAPA). 

Independent Claims 1, 32, and 62 

Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections based on arguments already presented on 
tfee record. Applicant maintains that independent claims 1 , 32, and 62 as previously presented are 
patentable over the prior art references. However, in the interest of expediting prosecution 
toward immediate allowance, and without prejudice to submission of claims similar to any 
original pending claims in another application,. Applicant has amended independent claims 1, 32, 
and 62 to recite subo nti t owable. Therefore, the rejection under 35 

U.S.C. § 103(a) s now moot i ds aid be v, rawn h) he Office K on 

Dependent Claim 

Dependent claims 2-4, 6, 9-15, 77, and 80 are in condition of im~, - < ^ ~< - ^ 
Virtue of 'their dependency upon claim 1, Dependent claims 33-35, 37, 40-46, and 78 are m 
condition of Immediate allowance by virtue of their dependency upon claim 32. Dependent 
claims 63-65, 67, 70-76, and 79 are in condition of immediate allowance by virtue of their 
dependency upon claim 62. Applicant rcspec 1 1 , . , i of the 35 U.S.C, § 

40-46, 63-65, 67, 70- SO. In reserving comment, howeve s.pp\ a" 3 miesce se 

rejections or interpretations of the prior an advanced in the Office Action. 
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Application No. 10/617,455 

Amendment dated May 04, 2009 

Responsive to Office Action of February 4 S 2009 

CONCLUSION 

In light of the amendments contained he; >. ni submits that lieation is in 

j i vance, for wl eas i et *e v. 

Please charge an > fee s or o\ erp* 3 n e its ih it r. a> be du with tJbi spo.n d Deposit 
Account No. 17-0026. 

•> ,. 



Date: May 04, 2009 By: ' 

M fK- \ T > 56,530 

QUALCOMM Incorporated 

Attn: Patent Department 

5775 Morehouse Drive 

San Diego, California 92121-1714 

Telephone: (858) 651-7571 

Facsimile: (85S) 845-3983 
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